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Disposition of Claims 

4) Kl Claim(s) 1-10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-10 is/are rejected. 
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DETAILED ACTION 


1 . This action is in response to Application filed on 01/29/2004. 

2. Claims 1-10 are pending. 


Drawings 


3. The drawings are objected to because they fail to show necessary textual labels of 
features or symbols in Fig. 1 as described in the specification. For example, placing a label, 
"Computer Network", with element 2 of Fig. 1, would give the viewer necessary detail to fully 
understand this element at a glance. A descriptive textual label for each numbered element in 
these figures would be needed to better understand these figures without substantial analysis of 
the detailed specification. Any structural detail that is of sufficient importance to be described 
should be labeled in the drawing. Optionally, the applicant may wish to include a table next to 
the present figure to fulfill this requirement. See 37 CFR 1.84(n)(o), recited below: 

"(n) Symbols. Graphical drawing symbols may be used for conventional 
elements when appropriate. The elements for which such symbols and labeled 
representations are used must be adequately identified in the specification. Known 
devices should be illustrated by symbols which have a universally recognized 
conventional meaning and are generally accepted in the art. Other symbols which are not 
universally recognized may be used, subject to approval by the Office, if they are not 
likely to be confused with existing conventional symbols, and if they are readily 
identifiable. 

(o) Legends. Suitable descriptive legends may be used, or may be required by 
the Examiner, where necessary for understanding of the drawing, subject to approval by 
the Office. They should contain as few words as possible." 


Application/Control Number: 10/767,511 
Art Unit: 2164 


Page 3 


Claim Objections 

4. Claims 5-8 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent form 
for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel 
the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. 

Regarding claims 5-8, claims 5-8 depend on the "data structure of claim 1" while claim 1 
is a "computer-readable medium having stored thereon a data structure" claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions 
and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-10 are rejected for being non- functional descriptive material (a mere 
arrangement of data) which is defined as non-statutory based on the provisions of 35 U.S.C. § 
101 in view of the Interim Guidelines for Examination of Patent Applications for Patent Subject 
Matter Eligibility, published on 26 October 2005, which can be found at 
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<http://www.uspto.gov/web/ofFices/pac/dapp/opla/preognotice/guidelinesl 01 2005 1 026.pdfX 
particularly with respect to ANNEX IV Computer-Related Nonstatutory Subject Matter , 
beginning on page 50. 

Regarding claims 1-4 and 9, the "computer-readable medium" is not limited to tangible 
media in accordance with Applicant's specification (see [page 27]), which states that it may be 
an acoustic or light wave, not in and of itself a tangible medium. 

Regarding claim 10, claim 10 is directed to non-statutory as software per se. it is a 
"computer system" claim but cites no hardware limitation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 

8. Claims 1-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Millet et al. 
(Publication No US 2003/0154197). 
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As to claim 1 , Millet et al. teach: 
"A computer-readable medium having stored thereon a data structure, the data structure having 
first user-defined field, or first "UDF", the first UDF associated with a record stored in a table" 
(see Abstract, [0040], [0048] and Fig. 13 wherein "Custom Field Values" data table is equivalent 
to Applicant 's "data structure" and each of its records is equivalent to A pplicant 's "UDF"), the 
first UDF comprising: 

"an identifier of the record" (see [0042], [0044], [0048], [0054] and Fig. 13 wherein 
"Row ID" is equivalent to Applicant 's claim language); 

"an identifier of the first UDF" (see [0048] and Fig. 13 wherein "Field ID" is equivalent 
to Applicant 's claim language); 

"a first datafield, whereby the first datafield is associated with the record and additional 
information may be stored in the first datafield and associated with the record and without 
modification of the table" (see [0048], Fig. 13 and Fig. 15 wherein "Value" or "FieldValue" 
datafield is equivalent to data field as illustrated in Applicant 's claim language; also see [0014] 
and [0061]). 

As to claim 2, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Millet et al. teach: 

"wherein the computer-readable medium further comprises a metadata, the metadata 
associated with the first UDF, and the metadata comprising a classification of data type, the 
classification of data type distinguishing the data type of the additional information stored in the 
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first datafield" (see [0048], [0056] and Fig. 10 wherein attribute information is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "metadata", the type of data in the field is equivalent to Applicant 's "classification 
of data type"; also see [0041] and [0073]). 

As to claim 3, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Millet et al. teach: 

"wherein the computer-readable medium further comprises a metadata, the metadata 
associated with the first UDF, and the metadata comprising a name, the name associated with the 
first UDF and the name for use in software operations accessing the first UDF" (see [0048], 
[0056] and Fig. 10 wherein field attribute information store in "Custom Fields" table is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "metadata associated with the first UDF", and field name such as 
"Memo" is associated with a custom field or UDF as illustrated in Applicant 's claim language; 
also see [0073]). 

As to claim 4, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Millet et al. teach: 

"wherein the computer-readable medium further comprises a metadata, the metadata 
associated with the first UDF, and the metadata comprising a title, the title associated with the 
first UDF and the name for use in a visual display of the additional information of the first UDF 
(see [0056] wherein field attribute information in "Custom Fields" table is equivalent to 
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A pplicant 's "metadata associated with the first UDF", and "text associated with that field" is 
equivalent to title as illustrated in A pplicant' s claim language). 

As to claim 5, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Millet et al. teach: 

"wherein the data structure further comprises a class plurality of UDF's and the first 
datafield comprises a class identifier of the class plurality of UDF's" (see [0048], Fig. 12 and 
Fig. 15 wherein set of custom fields associated with each database table within the RDBMS is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "a class plurality of UDF's", and "TablelD" or "ValuelD" is equivalent 
to Applicant 's "class identifier") , and each UDF of the class plurality comprising: 

"the class identifier" (see Fig. 10-12 wherein "TablelD" is equivalent to Applicant's 
claim language); 

"a unique identifier of the UDF of the class plurality of UDF's" (see Fig. 10 wherein 
"FieldID" is equivalent to Applicant 's claim language). 

"a datafield, whereby each datafield of the class plurality of UDF's may be associated 
with the first UDF and therefrom associated with the record, and information may be stored in 
the plurality of datafields of the class plurality of UDF's and associated with the first UDF's, and 
therefrom the information of the plurality of datafields of the class plurality of UDF's may be 
associated with the record and without modification of the table (see Fig. 10, and Fig 13 wherein 
records of table in Fig. 10 is equivalent to Applicant's "the class plurality of UDF's", each record 
of table in Fig. 13 is equivalent to Applicant 's "first UDF", the "FieldID" in both table indicates 
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the association between two table or the association between the class plurality of UDFs and the 
first UDF as in Applicant 's claim language, the "RowID" in table of Fig. 13 indicates the 
associate between that table and the database table, or, in other words, the association between 
UDF and class plurality of UDF's with records in the database table as illustrated in A pplicant 's 
claim language; also see [0057]). 

As to claim 6, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Millet et al. teach: 

"wherein the data structure further comprises a plurality of UDF's" (see Fig. 15 and 
[0057] wherein "Custom Field Values" table is equivalent to Applicant 's "data structure" and its 
records is equivalent to Applicant 's "a plurality of UDF's"), each UDF comprising": 

"an identifier of the first UDF" (see Fig. 15 wherein "FieldID" is equivalent to 

A pplicant 's claim language); 

"a unique identifier of one of the plurality of UDF's" (see Fig. 5 wherein "ValuelD" is 

equivalent to Applicant's claim language); and 

"a datafield, whereby the plurality of datafields are associated with the first UDF and 
information may be stored in the plurality of datafields and associated with the first UDF and 
therefrom the information of the plurality of datafields may be associated with the record and 
without modification of the table" (see Fig. 5 and [0057]-[0058] wherein "RecordID" is 
equivalent to "datafield" as illustrated in Applicant 's claim language since "RecordID" is a 
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primary/foreign key which allows connecting record to another record which includes plurality 
of datafields; also see [0046]). 

As to claim 7, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Millet et al, teach: 

"wherein the identifier of the record is a pointer" (see Fig. 13, [0048] and [0054] wherein 
"RowID" (equivalent to Applicant 's "the identifier of the record") is also a pointer because it 
points to location of the record in the table). 

As to claim 8, this claim is rejected based on arguments given above for rejected claim 1 
and is similarly rejected including the following: 
Millet et al. teach: 

"wherein the data structure further comprises a plurality of user defined fields, or 
plurality of "UDF's", each UDF associated with a record stored in a table" (Fig. 15 and [0057] 
wherein "Custom Field Values" table is equivalent to Applicant 's "data structure" and its records 
is equivalent to Applicant 's "a plurality of UDF's"), each UDF comprising": 

"an identifier of the record" (see Fig. 15 wherein "RecordID" is equivalent to Applicant 's 
claim language); 

"a unique identifier of one of the plurality of UDF's" (see Fig. 5 wherein "FieldID" is 
equivalent to Applicant's claim language); and 
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"a datafield, whereby the plurality of datafields are associated with the record and 
information may be stored in the plurality of datafields and associated with the first UDF and 
therefrom the information of the plurality of datafields may be associated with the record and 
without modification of the table" (see Fig. 5 and [0057]-[0058] wherein "ValuelD" is 
equivalent to "datafield" as illustrated in A pplicant 's claim language since "ValuelD" is a 
primary /foreign key which allows connecting record to another record which includes plurality 
of datafields; also see [0046]). 

As to claim 9, Millet et al. teach: 
"A computer-readable medium having stored thereon a data structure, the data structure having a 
record, a list and a list user-defined field, or List "UDF", the List UDF relatable to the record" 
(see [0041], [0048] and Fig. 15 wherein a table is a list of records, and any custom field 
associated with the table is equivalent to A pplicant 's "list user-defined field"), and the List UDF 
comprising: 

"an identifier of the List UDF" (see Fig. 10 wherein "FieldID" is equivalent to 
A pplicant 's claim language); 

"an identifier of the List" (see Fig. 10 wherein "TablelD" is equivalent to Applicant 's 

"claim language"); and 

"a data address of the List, whereby an information stored at the data address of the List 
is associated with the List UDF and the information may be stored or modified at the data 
address of the list and the information may be associated with the record and without 
modification of the table" (see [0073] and [0074] wherein the second values table as disclosed is 
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equivalent to the List and the disclosure of retrieval of information from the table implies the 
inclusion of some data address to access table from its storage). 

As to claim 10, Millet et al. teach: 
"A computer system" (see Abstract) comprising: 

"a software database having data organized into a table of records" (see [0041]); 

"a user-defined field for associating a datum with a record of the table, the user defined 
field having a UDF identifier and a record identifier" (see [0048], [0073] and Fig. 13 and 15 
wherein "FieldID" is equivalent to Applicant 's "UDF identifier", and "RowID" or "RecordID" 
is equivalent to Applicant 's "record identifier"); 

"a metadata associated with the user-defined field and the metadata specifying the data 
type of the datum" (see [0056] and Fig. 10 wherein field attribute information is equivalent to 
metadata as illustrated in Applicant's claim language); and 

"a database manager software program for merging the user-defined field with the record 
to associate the datum of the user-defined field with the record of the table" (see [0061] wherein 
the application allowing user to add data column as necessary as disclosed is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "database manager software program"). 


9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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Hack (Publication No US 2003/0200223) teaches a system and method for storing a 
composite table of data and providing an ability to dynamically add fields to an original data 
table without changing the definition of the original table. 
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Conclusion 


Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuong-Thao Cao whose telephone number is (571) 272-2735. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM (Mon - Fri). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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